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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application, as presently amended and in light of the 
following discussion, is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-12 and 21-33 are currently pending, with Claims 22-33 being withdrawn 
from consideration as directed to non-elected inventions. Claims 13-20 have been cancelled 
without prejudice or disclaimer; and Claims 1, 3-6, 8, 9, and 1 1 have been amended by the 
present amendment. The changes to the claims are supported by the originally filed 
specification and do not add new matter. 

In the outstanding Office Action, Claims 13-20 were subject to a further election and 
withdrawn by the Examiner; Claims 1-21 were objected to as containing an informality; 
Claims 1, 3, 8-10, 12, and 21 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,644,816 to Perra et al. (hereinafter "the '816 patent"); and Claims 2, 
4-7, and 1 1 were objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for the interview granted Applicants' 
representatives on September 12, 2007, at which time the outstanding rejection of Claim 1 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) was discussed. The Examiner agreed that the proposed claim 
language, that a second display structure is separate from the first display structure , is likely 
to overcome the rejection of Claim 1. 

Applicants gratefully acknowledge the indication that Claims 2, 4-7, and 1 1 include 
allowable subject matter. 

Applicants respectfully traverse the election requirement of Claims 13-20 on the 
ground that it has not been established that it would be a serious burden to examine those 



9 



Application No. 10/674,090 

Reply to Office Action of July 20, 2007 

dependent claims. However, in the interest of furthering prosecution, Claims 13-20 have 
been cancelled. 

Regarding the objections to Claims 1-21, Claim 1 has been amended to address the 
informality noted in the Office Action. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the 
objections to Claims 1-21 have been overcome. 

Amended Claim 1 is directed to a display apparatus, comprising: (1) a first display 
structure having a 3 -dimensional shape with an interior surface, said first display structure 
being configured to display a first image on said interior surface so that the first image is 
viewable from a position that is at least partially surrounded by said interior surface ; and (2) a 
second display structure, separate from the first display structure , configured to display a 
second image on a surface of the second display structure so that the second image is 
viewable from said position. Claim 1 has been amended for the purpose of clarification only 
and no new matter has been added. 

Regarding the rejection of Claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), the '816 patent is 
directed to a display device having a cylindrical projection surface such that an image 
projected onto the inside is visible on the outside. In particular, the '816 patent discloses, 
with respect to Figure 2, that light reflected by reflector 14 is projected onto the inner wall of 
cylinder 9, which forms a projection surface. 1 Further, the '816 patent discloses an 
embodiment including two projectors, projectors 22 and 23, as illustrated in Figure 3. 

However, it is respectfully submitted that the '816 patent fails to disclose a second 
display structure, separate from the first display structure, configured to display a second 
image on a surface of the second display structure so that the second image is viewable from 
said position . Rather, the '816 patent discloses that projector 22 casts an image on the part of 
the reflecting sphere 18 which is then reflected to the lower part, in Figure 3, of the projection 

1 '816 patent, see lines 19-22. 
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surface 21 in the cylindrical shell. Further, the c 816 patent discloses that projector 23 casts 
lights through opening 20 on the parts of the reflecting sphere 17, which is then reflected to 
the upper parts of the projection surface 21 in the cylindrical shell. That is, the '816 patent 
discloses that projectors 22 and 23 cast images on the same projection surface 21 . The '816 
patent does not disclose displaying a second image on a surface of the second display 
structure, that is separate from the first display structure, so that the second image is viewable 
from said position , as recited in Claim 1. 

Thus, no matter how the embodiments of the '816 patent are combined, the 
combination fails to teach or suggest a second display structure, as recited in Claim 1. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that Claim 1 (and dependent Claims 2-12 and 
21) patentably defines over the '816 patent. 

Consequently, in view of the present amendment and in light of the above discussion, 
the outstanding grounds for rejection are believed to have been overcome. The application as 
amended herewith is believed to be in condition for formal allowance. An early and 
favorable action to that effect is respectfully requested. 
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